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Thank you, Mr. President. I shall dispense with paying you a tribute because, 
after all, you are such a modest and capable nan that I would be embarrassing 
you if I did so at this late hour, but you know of the affection and deep respect 
which I have had for you ever since I had the honour and privilege of knowing 
you. The hour is late and I shall not keep you long from sharing with our 
American hosts their traditional Thanksgiving turkey dinner, which anyway 


does not usually begin before two o'clock or even later. 


— 


101. I have asked for the floor at this early stage because I feel constrained to 
make a few comments on the burning question of Southern Rhodesia lest we 
get lost in the labyrinth of debate that no doubt will ensue within the following 
days, and the suggestions which I have to make in particular to the five 
permanent members of the Council, may lose their impetus. You have all 
welcomed the representative of the People's Republic of China-and rightly so. 
He is now seated among you and I sincerely hope that your congratulations 
will be matched by your collec tive endeavour, the five of you, to seek a just 
and practical solution to the question which has bedeviled the United Nations 


for so many years. 


102. I listened to the first part of the statement delivered this morning by my 
illustrious friend, Sir Colin Crowe, the representative of the United Kingdom. I 
must say that the statement was laudable for its frankness and quite plausible 
on the basis of premises which, I am afraid, are invalid in the context of the 
United Nations Charter. Sir Colin Crowe gave me the impression that there 
seems to be an entente cordiale between Mr. Ian Smith and his party on the one 
hand and the United Kingdom Government on the other. A total of 250,000 
whites and 4 million blacks-we do not have to go into detail-constitute the 
population of Southern Rhodesia. We are told that a political arrangement has 
been concluded. Has it been done with the consent of the 4 million blacks? 
Since the days of Magna Carta, the British have always brought to our 
attention how fine and just their democratic parliamentary system of 
government was, but this reminds me of Periclean democracy, democracy for 
the Athenians. Anyone who lived outside the walls of Athens was considered to 
be a barbarian. Are the blacks considered barbarians by Mr. Ian Smith's white 
régime? Are they considered human or subhuman by Mr. Ian Smith's régime? 


That is the question. 


103. If they were not as developed economically as the whites, why is it then, 
in the United Kingdom, that the poor and the under-privileged have the same 


vote as the others in the parliamentary system of the United King- dom? This is 


my other question. 


104. I shall begin with my comments and, I hope, statements of fact. First, the 
whites of Southern Rhodesia are obsessed by a genuine fear that if a majority 
rule is established in that country, in no time the whites will lose their identity. 
Nobody can contest that: 250,000 whites, 4 million African blacks. The ratio 
between the blacks and the whites is great, and no one expects the whites, 25 
years or even 50 years from now, to have their fears dissipated. Therefore, it is 


not a question of time; it is a question of how to deal with that issue. 


105. My second comment is, I hope, also factual. The United Kingdom 
population happens to be preponderantly white, with a few exceptions, and 
they consider the whites of Rhodesia their kith and kin. So the British, 
understand- ably, are not expected to chastise Mr. Ian Smith and those 
constituting his régime because if they do, any British Government-whether 
Labour or Conservative-will fall overnight. We have to accept this fact. I am 
sure that Sir Colin Crowe thinks the same way, but I am saying it for him 
because it is rather embarrassing for him to say so. This is a statement of fact. 


Can anyone refute it as a statement of fact? 


106. My third comment is that economics, rightly or wrongly-we are not going 
into the ethical or moral question-shape the policies of States, big and small, 
whether we like it or not. Aristotle should have said that man is an economic 
animal, rather than a political animal, because politics revolves around 
economics. When I men- tioned this to my good friend the representative of the 
Soviet Union, he said: "This is Marxist." I said: "Come on, what do you mean, 
Marxist? This has been so since the days of Adam and Eve." As if Marx 
invented this truth. The mythological Cain and Abel were two brothers, one of 
whom wanted to have more than the other. Those who believe in the 
monotheistic religion think that Adam and Eve had two sons and one killed the 
other. He was greedy; he wanted to have the whole earth to himself. Therefore, 
do not expect the United Kingdom to be an exception. After all, economics and 
finance determine the policy of the United Kingdom to a large extent, and the 
United Kingdom is not different from others, except once in a while when it 
has tried to find a motivation for war. It fought the First World War against 
German militarism. It was the biggest naval Power and France was the biggest 
military Power and was therefore the ally of the United Kingdom, as was 
Russia also. They were fighting German militarism and tyranny, or something 
like that. In the Second World War, they were fighting German nazism and 
fascism-but in fact they were fighting to preserve their Empire. Economics is 


stronger than politics. 


107. Freedom? Come on. People are not that free nowadays. I would make a 
comment on your word "freedom". I think you were "aggressed against" by the 
Germans; I have no doubt about it, but I am talking now about the United 
Kingdom, not the Soviet Union, so do not inject your "freedom" in my 


statement. We all want freedom. 


108. Another comment I wish to make-which, I believe, you will all consider 
factual-is that economic sanctions have not proved to be adequate, as Sir Colin 
Crowe candidly told us in his statement. But I would say something else: I 
would say that smuggling and shipping under neutral flags can be done 
unscrupulously and with impunity. When in my early years-and I am talking 
about half a century ago-I was involved in national liberation movements in the 
region of the Middle East, we used to smuggle arms and ammunition from 
under the nose of the French and the British, who were the mandatory Powers 
in that area. Sometimes we bought the arms from French sources. Let me 
refresh your historical memory, Sir, because you must have been very young. 
The steel cartels in the First World War sold to both sides, the German and the 
French. They found a way of doing it. Money, money, money-all trouble comes 


from too much money and too much wealth. 


f= 


109. Whether not the agreement concluded by Mr. Ian Smith and Sir Alex 
Douglas-Home will be ratified is beside the question. The status quo, or 
something similar to it, in Southern Rhodesia remains. The representatives of 
250,000 whites will continue to rule and control 4 million blacks. This is the 
sad thing about the whole question. And the Mother of Parliaments, the United 
Kingdom, rationalizes its stand on the grounds of kith and kin and on the 


grounds of economics and of strategic considerations. 


110. What is the solution to this impasse? More abortive Security Council 
resolutions? I have witnessed in this Council resolutions of condemnations, 
resolutions that threatened to invoke Chapter VII of the Charter-sanctions and 
this and that-with no result whatsoever. Economic and military sanctions, when 
we know that Southern Rhodesia continues to be one of the strongest white 
enclaves, militarily speaking, in Africa? Economic sanctions, when we know 
that their tobacco is smoked with euphoria in many parts of Western Europe? I 


do not know about the Russians; maybe you have your own tobacco. 


111. Their nickel is being sold at cut-rate prices-and not because of the effect 
that sanctions have had. A ton of nickel two years ago sold for $16,000 and a 
fraction which I do not have in mind. Now it barely fetches $3,000 because 
there is a world recession-not because of the sanctions but because there is a 
world recession. The price of copper and nickel has gone down tremendously. 
So let us not mix the issues and say that they have felt the impact of the 
sanctions. They have not; the lower prices are caused by the bad days we are 
witnessing here in the host country, where things are not as they used to be 
three or four years ago. The Germans are now also beginning to feel the 
recession. I do not know about our Japanese friends. More power to them 
because they know how to manage their economy: $1.50 per hour for skilled 
labour-and they happy-while here it is $7.50 and they do not do things as they 
should. I have to take my car to the garage every now and then because the 
workers have no more pride in manufacturing cars. Next time I shall buy a 


Japanese car or a Swedish car. 


112. So let us not be fooled by the statement of the United Kingdom that the 
sanctions are working. They are not working at all; the fact is that there is a 
world recession. In their heart of hearts the British know that sanctions do not 


work: they are ink on paper. 


113. What shall we do then? More persuasion? I am sure that the United 
Kingdom tried to persuade Ian Smith to alter his policy, but within the 
framework of maintaining white supremacy. There is racial discrimination. 
Unfortu- nately, there is also discrimination which is non-racial- discrimination 
between classes, between brother and brother. Between brother and brother, I 
should like to call it prejudice and not discrimination. But we have to contend 


with racial discrimination. 


114. Mr. Ian Smith and his successors will not be persuaded to pave the way 
for majority rule, whether now or 25 years hence. You cannot persuade a 

people that is panicking about losing its white identity. It is a real fear; it is a 
psychosis. They think there is something magical about their white colour. That 


is another fact to which I should like to draw the Council's attention. 


115. I do not mean that the United Nations-and, more particularly, the Security 
Council-should not keep up its pressures. But I believe we should find other 
avenues, and those avenues are open to the so-called big Powers--the five 


permanent members of the Security Council. 
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116. Let us see what are the options or the alternatives that these Powers may 
or may not be able to use. My African friends always tell me: "Where there is a 
will, there is a way. Why do not the five major Powers act?" Well, let us see 
how they expect them to act. My friends from Africa and from Asia think that 
it is open to the big Powers to use external force-force from without; after all, it 
is their prerogative to maintain peace and security in the world. I think that is 
far-fetched. They will not resort to such drastic measures. I believe our African 
friends know it in their heart of hearts, and, although they ask them to do that, 
the five Powers will not do it, collectively and by agreement. And remember 


the veto; if anybody suggests such action, there is the veto. 


117. Secondly, they say that the big Powers should help to create an African 
army, assisting it financially and also with anything it needs to wage war on 
Rhodesia. Such a solution-and it is not far-fetched-they will not adopt, and 
perhaps wisely so because the blacks are still no match for the whites in 
Rhodesia. Anyway, the five Powers will not agree among themselves to resort 
to such drastic measures, which, I am sure, they are afraid might create a 


precedent. 


118. The third possible solution is to foment rebellion inside Southern 
Rhodesia. They can do it in the classical manner: in the name of freedom and 
liberation. Well, two of the permanent members, I am sure, would like to do 
that and have been doing it-rightly so, in the name of freedom and liberation. 
Why should there not be rebellion? But I doubt that they will collectively adopt 
such a solution, because it will throw them into a state of confrontation. And 


we know what happened after Lumumba was killed. 


119. The Western Powers said "Hands off black Africa". This is what they told 
the whites of Western Europe and since then the Soviet Union, wisely, 
refrained from a military confrontation with the Western Powers because, after 
all, they wanted peace. We can refute that statement? I was present here during 


the crisis in the Congo. 


120. A fourth plan would be for the Asians and Africans and their friends to 
boycott the goods of the countries which trade with Southern Rhodesia. I doubt 
that such a boycott would be effective since the Afro-Asian countries are in a 
state of economic development and they need the Western Powers and the 


socialist States to extend aid and technological assistance to them. 


_—! 


121. Then we may ask, Sir, since you mentioned all those solutions as being 
only academic in so far as implementa. tion is concerned, will you, the 
representatives of the five Great Powers, or your Governments, declare your 
helpless. ness to solve the problem? Then you are on a par with the non- 
permanent members of the Security Council. Moral support for the four million 
blacks of Southern Rhodesia? My dear friend and colleague, Sir Colin Crowe, 
it is not a question of tea and sympathy. You can have tea and sympathy with 
old ladies in hotels but not with liberated people, sympathy with their plight, 
the plight of four million. What, offer them tea and sympathy? No. 


122. I can see the twilight of solutions. I have aired my views in the Fourth 
Committee on many occasions during the last seven or eight years. Nobody 
took my suggestions in earnest. The hour being late now, may I request you to 
consider this statement of mine as preliminary to a set of points which, with the 
President's permission and that of the members of the Council, I will read to 
you whenever it is feasible for the President, and the Council to give me some 


time to present them? 


123. Now that I have finished this preliminary statement, I thank the President 
and the members of the Council for having been patient with me. I feel horror 
at the thought that 60 million turkeys have been slaughtered, but man being a 


predatory animal it sometimes makes me wonder whether he will ever reform. 


Bon appétit to all of you. 
l 


